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exacerbate fire risk or that may result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the 
environment? 

The Proposed Project is currently completely surrounded by development and is 
currently serviced by existing infrastructure including roadways (i.e. SR-173, power 
lines, natural gas lines, water, sewer and telephone). The Proposed Project does not 
include the installation or maintenance of infrastructure and therefore the risk of fire 
from these activities is not anticipated. Therefore, no impacts are identified or 
anticipated and no mitigation measures are required. 

No Impact 

Therefore, no significant adverse impacts are identified or anticipated and no 
mitigation measures are required. 

Issues 

XXI. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF 
SIGNIFICANCE: 

a) Does the project have the potential to 
substantially degrade the quality of the 
environment, substantially reduce the habitat of 
a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife 
population to drop below self-sustaining levels, 
threaten to eliminate a plant or animal 
community, substantially reduce the number or 
restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant 
or animal or eliminate important examples of 
the major periods of California history or 
prehistory? 

b) Does the project have impacts that are 
individually limited, but cumulatively 
considerable? ("Cumulatively considerable" 
means that the incremental effects of a project 
are considerable when viewed in connection 
with the effects of past projects, the effects of 
other current projects, and the effects of 
probable future projects)? 

c) Does the project have environmental effects, 
which would cause substantial adverse effects 
on human beings, either directly or indirectly? 
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a) Does the project have the potential to substantially degrade the quality of the 
environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or 
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wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or 
animal community, substantially reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or 
endangered plant or animal or eliminate important examples of the major periods of 
California history or prehistory? 

The General Biological Assessment prepared for the Project Site concluded that all 
direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts would be reduced to a less than significant 
impact with implementation of Mitigation Measures 810-1 and 810-2. Therefore, the 
Proposed Project is not anticipated to have the potential to significantly degrade the 
overall quality of the region's environment, or substantially reduce the habitat of a fish 
or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population or drop below self-sustaining levels, 
threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce the number or restrict the 
range of a rare or endangered plant or animal. Potential impacts to cultural resources 
were identified in the Phase I Cultural Resources Investigation prepared for the 
Proposed Project. As discussed in this Initial Study, all direct, indirect, and cumulative 
can be reduced to a less than significant level with implementation of Mitigation 
Measures CR-1 through CR-2 and GE0-1. Adherence to mitigation measures as 
presented in this Initial Study would ensure that important examples of the major periods 
of California history or prehistory are not eliminated as a result of the Proposed Project. 
Therefore, no significant adverse impacts are identified or anticipated, and no mitigation 
measures are required. 

Less Than Significant Impact 

b) Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively 
considerable? ("Cumulatively considerable" means that the incremental effects of a 
project are considerable when viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the 
effects of other current projects, and the effects of probable future projects)? 

Cumulative impacts are defined as two or more individual affects that, when considered 
together, are considerable or that compound or increase other environmental impacts. 
The cumulative impact from several projects is the change in the environment that 
results from the incremental impact of the development when added to the impacts of 
other closely related past, present, and reasonably foreseeable or probable future 
developments. Cumulative impacts can result from individually minor, but collectively 
significant, developments taking place over a period. The CEQA Guidelines, Section 
15130 (a) and (b), states: 

(a) Cumulative impacts shall be discussed when the project's incremental 
effect is cumulatively considerable. 

(b) The discussion of cumulative impacts shall reflect the severity of the 
impacts and their likelihood of occurrence, but the discussion need not 
provide as great detail as is provided of the effects attributable to the 
project. The discussion should be guided by the standards of practicality 
and reasonableness. 

Impacts associated with the Proposed Project would not be considered individually or 
cumulatively adverse or considerable. Impacts identified in this Initial Study can be 
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reduced to a less than significant impact. Therefore, no significant adverse impacts are 
identified or are anticipated, and no mitigation measures are required. 

Less Than Significant Impact 

c) Does the project have environmental effects, which would cause substantial adverse 
effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly? 

The incorporation of design measures, County of San Bernardino policies, 
standards, and guidelines and proposed mitigation measures as identified within 
this Initial Study would ensure that the Proposed Project would have no substantial 
adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly on an individual or 
cumulative basis. 

Less Than Significant Impact 

Therefore, no significant adverse impacts are identified or anticipated and no mitigation 
measures are required. 
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